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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors 
Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology 
Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. 
patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 
102(e)). 

Claims 1-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Fee et al. 
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As per claims 1-43, Fee teaches a method for distributed lock 
management comprising: 

determining, by a requesting node requesting a lock, a current lock owner of the 
lock in accordance with an indicator specifying which one or more nodes are 
available as lock owners; and sending a lock request message to said current 
lock owner; and wherein said requesting node waits for an indication as to 
whether the lock request message has been granted or denied, and said 
determining is performed by said requesting node prior to said sending for each 
request. (Abstract, cols. 3-6 and 1 1 ) 

Fee teaches the use of a lock that will remains active until the request has 
been satisfied. Specifically, once a lock is set all subsequent requests to the 
same address block their memory access and set a resource-need for the 
owning requester to complete. This resource-need prevents further pipeline 
accesses until the owning request completes. The owning request is then free to 
change the ownership status of the line, if necessary, and return the requested 
data to the requesting processor. Each request will busy the pipe, and other 
resources, only to set its resource-need for the newly designated owner. Once 
the new owner completes the process starts again. With each completion, the 
priority mechanism is tested again and resources busied causing increased 
traffic and latency. In addition, a completed processor may issue another 
request to the same address before all processors have accessed the data. 
Since the priority logic has been optimized for best-case, and due to inherent 
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latency with the request generation after a lock is cleared, the new request can 
beat those waiting. 

Claims 1-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Jeffords et al. (US 6,510,478). 

As per claims 1-43, Jefford teaches a method for distributed lock 
management comprising: determining, by a requesting node requesting a lock, a 
current lock owner of the lock in accordance with an indicator specifying which 
one or more nodes are available as lock owners; (col. 6, lines 33-col.7, lines 1- 
27) and sending a lock request message to said current lock owner; and wherein 
said requesting node waits for an indication as to whether the lock request 
message has been granted or denied, and said determining is performed by said 
requesting node prior to said sending for each request. (Abstract, cols. 3-9) 

Jefford teaches a computer-implemented method of controlling access to 
an object shared amongst a plurality of processes in a distributed system 
includes steps of assigning one process as an owner of a lock associated with 
the shared object; when a process requires access to the shared object, the 
process requesting the lock from the lock owner process; when the lock owner 
process receives the lock request, the lock owner process determining whether 
or not any process has control of the lock; and when the lock owner process 
determines that no process has control of the lock, the lock owner process 
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granting control of the lock to the requesting process. A particular process may 
be the lock owner for different shared objects. The other processes in the 
system will be referred to as peer processes. In order to obtain the lock for the 
shared object the lock owner or a peer process and sends a lock request 
message to the lock owner process and waits for the lock to be granted. If the 
lock owner process fails or changes while the requesting process is waiting for 
the lock to be granted, a new lock request message is sent to the new lock 
owner process. Once the lock is granted, the requesting process holds the lock, 
i.e., becomes the "lock holder" process, until it releases the lock back to the lock 
owner process by sending a release lock message. If the lock owner process 
fails while the lock holder process holds the lock, the release lock message is 
sent to the new owner of the lock. If the lock holder process fails, the lock will 
be released so that a next requesting process may acquire it. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Tammara Peyton whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-4157. The examiner can normally be reached between 6:30 - 4:00 
from Monday to Thursday, (I am off every first Friday), and 6:30-3:00 every 
second Friday. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Kim Huynh can be reached on (571) 272-4147. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the 
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status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose 

telephone number is (571) 272-2100. 

Mailed responses to this action should be sent to: 



Faxes for Official/formal (After Final) communications or for informal or 
draft communications (please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") sent to: 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
USTPO, Randolph Building, Customer Service Window 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 

TAMMARA P6YTON . st /I 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231. 



(571)273-8300 




Tammara Peyton 
April 25, 2007 



